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B. Jury Nullification
A. The Requirement of Public Reasoning
B. The Requirement of General Reasoning
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D. The Obstacles to Representative Deliberation
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Eumenides
infra See also
Second Order Diversity Revisited,
See generally From Neighbor Witness to Judge of Proofs: The
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Of Enchantment: The Passing of the Ordeals and the Rise of the Jury Trial,
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Foreword: Jury Selection in the Fifth Circuit
in
See, e.g. Jury Service as Politi





      06/12/2015   13:03:37
36656-ckt_90-3 Sheet No. 49 Side A      06/12/2015   13:03:37





the Palladium: Women’s Rights and Jury Service Re
Justifying the Fair Cross Section Requirement: Equal Representation and Enfranchisement in the
American Criminal Jury Ending Race Discrimi
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See, e.g. Community Properly Understood: A
Defense of ‘Democratic Communitarianism ’
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A. Screening Out Jurors
See
The Exclusion of Felons from Jury Service
See also
see also
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FOUR MODELS OF JURY DEMOCRACY
See generally Judge Versus Attorney Conducted Voir Dire: An Empirical
Investigation of Juror Candor
Voir Dire by Two Lawyers: An Essential Safeguard
A Challenge for Cause Against Peremptory Challenges
in Criminal Proceedings
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not
A. The Requirement of Public Reasoning
See generally Nameless Justice: The Case for the Routine Use of Anonymous
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See
The Uneasy Alliance of Group Representation and Deliberative De
mocracy in
See, e.g. Procedure and Substance in Deliberative Democracy in
See Beyond “Guilty” or “Not Guilty”: Giving Special Verdicts in Crim
inal Jury Trials see generally A
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B. The Requirement of General Reasoning
generality
See, e.g.
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C. Constructing Norms for the Community
See, e.g.
Making the Difference: Applying a Logic of Diversity
Determinants and Consequences of Jury Racial Diversity:
Empirical Findings, Implications, and Directions for Future Research
Determinants and Consequences see also On
Racial Diversity and Group Decision Making: Identifying Multiple Effects of Racial Composition on
Jury Deliberations Racial
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Accuracy, Efficiency, and Accountability in the Litigation Process—The
Case for the Fact Verdict
Second Order Diversity
Id. Tort Law as Corrective Justice: A Pragmatic Justifica
tion for Jury Adjudication
See also The Political Puzzle of the Civil Jury
Witnesses Told Grand Jury that Michael Brown Charged at Darren Wilson,
Prosecutor Says
Id
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See What does a Representative Do Descriptive Representation in
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B. Substantive Representation
Compare The Case for Black Juries
with Affirmative Jury Selection: A Proposal to Advance Both the Deliber
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See, e.g. How Much Do We Really Know About
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. See Postconviction Review of Jury Discrimination: Measuring the Effects of
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B. Data from Interviews and Actual Jury Deliberations
See, e.g. supra
See supra see also
Jury Room Ruminations on Forbidden Topics
Front
line: Inside the Jury Room
See
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Juror Discussions During Civil Trials: Studying an Arizona




The “Kettleful of Law” in Real Jury Deliberations: Successes,
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Id See also id.
The Arizona Jury Reform Permitting Civil Jury Trial Discussions: The Views of
Trial Participants, Judges, and Jurors
Id. A Study of the Way in Which a Verdict is
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See Death Sentencing in Black and White: An Empirical Analysis of
the Role of Jurors’ Race and Jury Racial Composition
Death Sentencing in Black and White
Crossing Racial Boundaries: A Closer Look at the Roots of Racial
Bias in Capital Sentencing When the Defendant is Black and the Victim is White
Crossing Racial Boundaries
Id
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A Stubborn Legacy: The Overwhelming Im
portance of Race in Jury Selection in 173 Post North Carolina Capital Trials
Id
The Racial Ecology of the Courtroom: An Experimental Study of Juror Response to the Race of
Criminal Defendants
A Critical Review of the Jury Simulation Paradigm
Racial Bias in
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See Racial Diversity and Group Decision Making supra
Id.
Id.
Id. See also White Juror Bias: An
Investigation of Prejudice against Black Defendants in the American Courtroom
not
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Id. see also Forgotten Racial Equality: Implicit Bias,
Decisonmaking, and Misremembering
See supra
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See Data, Race, and the Courts: Some Lessons on
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Case for Black Juries supra
supra
see also Crossing Racial Boundaries
supra
See, e.g Green
rev’d on other grounds In re See also
The Jury and Race: Race, Diversity, and Jury Composition: Battering
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